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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address « 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely fried, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 15 July 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)K This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) E3 Claim(s) 1^8 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claim(s) 1^8 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) £<] The drawing(s) filed on 15 July 2003 is/are: a)D accepted or b)S objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to communications: Application filed on 15 July 2003. 

2. Claims 1-8 are pending in this case. Claim 1 is an independent claim. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: "70". Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d), or 
amendment to the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in 
compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should 
include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if 
only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of 
an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. It is not clear as to what specifically the applicant is referring to 
when making reference to the "minimum detail level" in this context. Is applicant 
referring to a minimum level of information to be contained in the media content 
metadata profile? Clarification is required in this matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-3, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lipkin et al. (Pub No: US 2002/0049788 A1; Filing Date: Jan 12, 
2001) in view of Hoffberg et al. (Patent No.: US 6,640,145 B2; Filed: June 3, 2002). 

In regard to independent claim 1, Lipkin et al discloses an invention that 
allows dynamic acquisition of data from a variety of resources. The invention provides 
an apparatus for web content generation, including means for receiving data from the 
user (receiving a request for a presentation page), and transmitting data to the user 
(sending the presentation page based on the result parameters) (section 0023). One 
embodiment of the invention is comprised of a Web Content Server, which enables the 
invention to interact with the user regardless of the users hardware platform, locations, 
and software system (section 513; Fig 8A). The Web Server provides a page engine, 
which separates Model (data production), Widgets (interaction elements) and View 
Instruction (display information), and maintains these aspects of page production in 
different files (section 520). The Model module produces the data needed for displaying 
the page. The Model pages can produce XML representation of data using command 
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managers and command objects (section 0567). The Widgets module is a set of 
predefined presentation elements common to web applications. These elements can 
have user interactivity such as fields and links, or they can be images (media content), 
which are for presentation only (section 540). The View Instruction module contains all 
style and presentation (presentation context) for a given page (section 0539). 

Lipkin et al. discloses a Delivery Agent (delivery context), which is responsible for 
delivering the results of a query or match to the correct recipients in the appropriate 
fashion. The Delivery Agents integrate with a variety of delivery mechanisms, from web 
page generation, and XML datagrams to email and event messaging systems (section 
0940; section 0958; 1304 in Fig 13). 

Lipkin et al. further disclose that the invention's platform architecture is made up 
of four layers, one of which is the Platform layer. The Platform layer provides underlying 
infrastructure for enterprise applications (section 0065; 501 in Fig 5). Each application 
is based around a core set of metadata. As with the current invention, Lipkin et al. 
invention uses Metadata Profiles, which contain the definition of each type of object in 
the system, its attributes, and some basic properties of those attributes (section 0203; 
section 0205). 

Lipkin et al. does not disclose expressly comparing metadata profile and 
determining result parameters. 

However, Hoffberg et al. discloses a media interface system in which the user 
provide a set of parameters that set the preferences of a presentation. The data is 
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analyzed for the appropriate presentation parameters (column 54; lines38-40). The 
data is presented to the user based on the user's preferences. At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to analyze 
the parameters entered by the user, with the metadata profile. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to ensure that the presentation provided to the user was based on 
the user's preferences, as opposed to other network concerns such as hardware 
limitations or compatibility issues. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Hoffberg et al. with Lipkin et 
al. for the benefit of analyzing metadata profiles with user entered parameters to obtain 
the invention as specified in the claim. 

In regard to dependent claim 2, As mentioned in Lipkin et al discloses an 
embodiment the invention that is comprised of a Widgets module, which is a set of 
predefined presentation elements common to web applications. These elements can 
have user interactivity such as fields and links, or they can be images (media content), 
which are for presentation only (section 540). 

In regard to dependent claim 3, Lipkin et al discloses an embodiment of the 
invention that is comprised of a View Instruction module. The View Instruction module 
use style sheets to define and control the presentation of output to the user (section 
521; Fig 808). 
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In regard to dependent claim 7, Lipkin et al. discloses a Delivery Agent 
(delivery context), which is responsible for delivering the results of a query or match to 
the correct recipients in the appropriate fashion. The Delivery Agents integrate with a 
variety of delivery mechanisms (section 0958). The examiner uses the broadest 
interpretation of "variety of delivery mechanisms" to include any delivery mechanism 
comprising of at least one of user parameters, device parameters, and network 
parameters. 

In regard to dependent claim 8, The examiner is not clear as to the meaning of 
"minimum detail level" in the context of this claim. Examiner uses the broadest 
interpretation to mean the media content metadata profile should not be empty. 
Therefore, this claim contains substantially similar subject matter as in claim 1, and is 
rejected on the same rationale. Cs<^ p^^^ S *A +^ f^e^x ©tec* o^c^ Uu&> 
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8. Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lipkin et al. (Pub No: US 2002/0049788 A1; Filing Date: Jan 12, 2001) in view of 
Hoffberg et al. (Patent No,: US 6,640,145 B2; Filed: June 3, 2002), further in view 
of Jogo (Pub No.: 20010048447 A1; Filing Date: June 5, 2001). 

In regard to dependent claim 4-6, Lipkin et al. does not disclose expressly 
metadata comprising one or more image border, at least one maximum image area, at 
least one optimum cropping area and at least one maximum crop area. 

Jogo discloses an invention for cropping and synthesizing images. The images 
are displayed on a display screen (maximum image area), displaying a crop boundary 
(maximum crop area) with a reference point on the image. The reference point is used 
to keep the image centered in the crop boundary. The display screen displays reference 
lines (image border) inside the crop boundary to define an internal zone (optimum 
cropping area) within the crop boundary. The crop boundary is automatically enlarged 
or reduced in cooperation with the change in size of the internal zone, and thus the 
internal zone is kept in the predetermined proportion and position (priority values) 
relative to the crop boundary (section 0010). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to provide a mechanism for cropping images and providing the attributes 
of the cropped image in a metadata profile. The motivation for doing so would have 
been to increase the process of preparing the cropped image for presentation. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Jogo with Lipkin et al. for the 
benefit providing metadata profiles of cropped images to obtain the invention as 
specified in the claim. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to James J. Debrow whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5768. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

James J. Debrow 
Examiner 
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